
STATE OF WISCONSIN 
BEFORE THE FUNERAL DIRECTORS EXAMINING BOARD 

IN THE MATTER OF THE DISCIPLINARY 
PROCEEDINGS AGAINST 

MARK R. LAEMMRICH, 
RICHARD G. LAEMMRICH, 
LAEMMRICH FUNERAL HOME, 

RESPONDENTS. 

FINAL DECISION AND ORDER 
92 FDR 022 
93 FDR 043 

The parties to this proceeding for the purpose of Wis. Stats. Sec. 227.53 are: 

Mark R. Laemmrich 
3 12 Milwaukee St. 
Menasha, WI 54952 

Richard G. Laemmrich 
312 Milwaukee St. 
Menasha, WI 54952 

Laemmrich Funeral Home 
3 12 Milwaukee St. 
Menasha, WI 54952 

Funeral Directors Examining Board 
P.O. Box 8935 
Madison, WI 53708-8935 

Department of Regulation and Licensing 
Division of Enforcement 
P.O. Box 8935 
Madison, WI 53708-8935 

The State of Wisconsin, Funeral Directors Examining Board, having considered the stipulation 
agreement annexed hereto, of the parties, in resolution of the captioned-matter, makes the 
following: ‘\. 

ORDER ‘\\ 

NOW, THEREFORE, it is hereby ordered pursuant to jurisdiction and authority granted to the 
Board in Sets. 445.13, Stats., and RL 2.12, Wis. Adm. Code, that the stipulation agreement 
annexed hereto, filed by Complainants attorney, shall be and hereby IS incorporated, made and 
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ordered the Final Decision and Order of the State of W isconsin, Funeral Directors Examining 
Board. 

Let a copy of this order be served on Respondents by certified mail. 

Dated at Madison, W isconsin, this i ‘? day of March, 1994 

HS:dab 
ATTY-HLG773 
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STATE OF WISCONSIN 
BEFORE THE FZJ-NERAL DIRECTORS EXAMINING BOARD 
____________________-----------------------------------.-..--------------------------------------------------- 
IN -M-E MATTER OF THE DISCU’LINARY : 
PROCEEDINGS AGAINST 

S’l-IPULATION 
MARK R. LAEMMRICH, 92FDRO22 
F!!CH4RD G. LAEMMRICH, 91 FTlR i-H’4 
LAEMMRICH FUNERAL HOME, 

RESPONDENTS. 
______-_-__-____________________________-----------------.-------------------------------.--------- 

Respondents, Mark R. Laemmrich, Richard G. Laemmrich. Laemmrich Funeral Home, 
and their attorney, F. David Krizenesky, and Complainanr’s attorney, Henry E. Sanders, Division 
of Enforcement, having reached agreement for disposition of the captioned-matter, stipulate and 
agree as follows: 

1. This stipulation shall be submitted to the Funeral Directors Examinmg Board 
(Boardj for approval and disposition of the. matter. If the terms of the stipulation are not 
acceptable to the, Board, then the parties shall nnr he hnund by any of the provisions of this 
stipulation. 

2. Respondents have been advised of their rights Lu Public haariligs 0511 each end 
every allegiltion of the complaint, but hereby freely and voluntarily waive their rights to public 
hestings in this matter on the condition that all provisions of this stipulation he acceptable to and 
approved by the Board. 

a. Respondents further qree to waive any appeals of the Boards Final Deeislon and 
“LUG, au”pli~ LLLIj >rrpU’auY” u.yb*,,““L. h..J-.. ..-1..-.1--rL.- -.: -..I “L^.. ” -..-.m * 

3. Respondent Mark R Laemmnch, of 3 12. Milwaukee Street, Menasha, 
Wisconsin 54952, is and was at all time material to the complaint- licensed as a funeral director, 
and has been so licensed under the provisions of ch. 445, Wis. Stats., since September 17, 1976. 

4. Respondent Laemmtich Funeral Home, of 3 12 Milwaukee Street, Menasha, 
Wisconsin 54952, is and was at all time material to the complaint, licensed as a funeral 
establishment under the provisions of ch. 445, Wis. Stats. 

Respondent Richard G. Laemmrich, of 3 12 ‘Milwaukee Street. Menasha, 
Wiseor& 5495?, is and was at all time material to the complaint, licensed as a funeral director, 
and has been so licensed under me provisions of ch. 445, Wis. Stats., since November 30. 1946. 
Respondent Richard Laemmrich 1s also the father of Respondent, Mark Laemmrich, and is a!so 
the owner of Respondent, Laemnmch Funeral Home. 

a. By Final Decision and Order of the Wisconsin Funeral Directors Examining 
Board (Board) dated Mav 25. 1985, kmblt “A”, Respondent &hard Laemmrich 
was dlsclplined by the Board and ordered suspended for a period of seven (7) days 
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for failing to timely file death certificates as required by Wis. Stats. sets. 
445.15(23 and 69.45(J) and (2), for failing IO umely obtain buriill permits, and for 
providing false informarion to an agent of the Board. 

6. On :tbont Nnvemher 74, 1993 in c%e #CF 17X 01 02. in rhe Winnebago County 
Circuit Court, Branch VI, the Honorable Judge Bruce K. Schrmdt presiding, Respondent Mark R. 
L~emtnrich pled no contest, was found guilty and convicted of one (1) count of Theft by Bailee 
tn violation of sec. 943.20(l)(b) Stats., and one (1) count of forgery with rht? mrent. 1.0 defnud, in 
violation of sec. 943.38(l), Stats., Exhibit “B”. Judgment of Conviction with attached addendum 
(conditions of probation). 

I. That attached hereto is Exhibits “Bl’B2”, are certified copies of the criminal 
complaint and criminal information pursuant to which Respondent Mark Laemmrich made his 
plea of no contest involving one consumer and one trust transaction. That attached hereto as 
Exhibit “B3”, is a certified copy of-the police report involving the investigation of Mark 
Laemmrich ledding to this above-menuoned conviction along with related documentation. 

8. A!tiwugh Respo&ut ~~itr chtiged with and convtcted of one court tiaoh of L!I& 
and forgery, Respondent’s conduct included sixteen (16) victims and a total dollar amount of 
$65,740.00. All other fourteen counts were read into the record at sentencing, Exhibit “B4”, 
attached hereto, m pertinent part. See also Exmbit “B3” supm 

9. Further, pursuant to the criminal investigation of Respondent Mark Laemmrich, 
information from Mrs. Rosemary Derrick (Mrs. Derrick), 3 court appointed guardian for Gertrude 
Mielke, was presented to the Winnebago County District Attorney’s office regardmg Respondent 
Richard Laemmrich, Respondent Mark Laemmrich’s father, Exhibits “C-C2”, attached hereto. 

10. The exhibits indicated succinctly that, in December 1988. ~Mrs. Derrick learned 
that Respondent ~timmtich Funeral Home held a funeral tiu$t for Derrick’s guardian. Mielke. 
Min. DeGck communicated with Richard Laemmrich by lcttcr dated Dcccmbcr 13, 1988, 
requesting copies of the trust contract and account showing the money currently in the trust. 
Respondent Richard Laemmrich never responded to the letter or tts request. 

II. Tl~rcaftet; in March 1989, Mis. Derrick personally visited Laemmrich %uncntl 
Home and made the verbal request to Respondent Richard Laemmrich. Richard Laemmrich 
looked into his files, took out a copy - unshown to Derrick - reviewed it. and indicated to 
Mrs. Derrick that there was no amount indicated on the trust, that therefore,, there was no trust set 
up for Mrs. Mielke. 

12. Mrs. Atielke died on October 25, 1989. and on November 3, 1989, Mrs. Derrick 
again wrote to Richard Laemmrich requesting a copy of the burtal contract. itemized funeral bill. 
and copy of Mialke’s death crrt&&. 

13 Respondent Richard l.w.mmrich rqxtndtd WI Mrs. Derrick by letter dared 
November 7, 1984 (Exhibu “Cl” supra) and indicated that he had retamed the Sl.OCO.00 trust 
money in his safety depostt box, and obviously, not in trust as was legally required. nor pursuant 



io the funeral trust agreement (Exhibit “C” supra!, and !he trust agreement date kad bean 
altered. 

14. Additionally, pursuant to this de,partment’s mve~trgarron of Mark Laemrnrich In 
case #992 FDR 022, and involving Respondent’s abuse of the funeral trust for Esther Gallau on 
October 2.1992, Respondent Richard Laemmrich was made aware of Mark Laemmrich’s fraud 
and theft of the $S,OOO.OO related trust monies, and Richard personally repatd the money, 
Exhibit “D”, but apparently did nothing to prevent Mark from abusmg further trust agreements 
from about October 1992 through December 1993. 

15. Further, and also pursuant to departmental investigative contacts with Respondent 
Mark Laemmrich regarding case #92 FDR 022, in March 1993, Attorney Joseph (Skip) 
Beisensrein, contacted the department on behalf of Respondent Mark Laemmnch. 

16. In a telephone conversation on March 15, 1993, between AttoITley Beisenstein and 
Complainant’s attorney Snnclcrs, and in response to a question from AlLorney S&~I,\ legsrding 
how could the department he sure rhat Respondent had not abused other trusts than Esther 
Gailau, Attorney Beisenstein represented to Attorney Sanders thirt Richard Laemmrich had 
“invenmried” every other trusr agreement wirh Laemmiich Fnneral Home, and that the subject 
trust for Gallau was the only trust involved. 

17. Notwithstanding the fact that Respondent Mark Laemmrich knew that the 
depanment was investigating his abuse of ,trnst monies as early as March 1993, he continued to 
abuse rmst monies related to other trusts up to m. 

18. By virtue of the acts. &ors .and/or omissions by’Respond&t Mark Luemmrich - 
enumerated in the criminal information. criminal complaint, Judgment of Conviction, and the 
police department’s investigation report, Respondent Mark Laemmrich has violated sets. 
FDE 3.02(l), (6), (9), Wis. Achn. Code, ‘Unprofessional Conduct. Violation of any state or 
federal law rubstandally related to the practice of funeral directing, providing and performing the 
services of funeral directing . , . in a manner which I’& L&w Ininimum standards cstablishcd 
by statute, rule or practice in the profession, and engaged in misleading or deceptive conduct in 
the conduct of Silsiness or the fune:al profesuon. 

19. Respondent Mark Laemmrich has engaged in a pattern and practice of 
rmshandling burial trusts/monies since at least from October 1992 through November-December, 
1993, and thereby has violated sets. 445.12(c), and 44%125(l)-(2), Wis. Stats., . took unctue 
advantage of patrons or committed any fraudulent acr in the conduct of business, or do any other 
act not in accord with rules oF the examming board and not in accord with proper business 
pracrice of funeral directing; Burial Agreements. Failure to treat such trust funds in trusts . . . 
until the occurrence of the death of the potential decedent, in every such instance of trust money 
rmshnndling or theft: and not depositing trust monies in every such insrance Respondent tailed to 
do so. as is enumerated in the above crimmal information, criminal complamt, and police 
invest&rive report. 

20. Respondent Richard Laemmrich. Father of Respondent Mark Laemmrich, and 
owner of Laemmrirh Fnn~ral Hnme. has hy not depositing tnst money of $1.000.00 pursuant to 
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a funeral trust agreement. in the Security Bank oflMenasha tn Apt-11 1980. ptagraphs 9-13 supra, 
violated sec. 4#.12(4), Stats., . . . took undue advantage of a patron or committed any fraudulent 
act in the conduct of business . , not in accord with proper busmess practice . . or profession of 
funeral directing; violated sets. W.125( I)(a), (2). Stats., Bunal Agreement; by lying to 
Mrs. Derrick, violated sets. FDE 3.02(3), (5). (6), (:9j, W is. Adm. Code, giving misleading or 
deceotive information . . . on funeral burial agreements . . ., . . . falsifymg records. . ., . . . funeral 
ciire.c’!ing helow minimum standards , . ,, and engaged in misleading or deceptive conduct . . . 

21. Respondent Richard Laemmrich, has since at least October 1992, when he learned 
that Mark Laemmrich had engaged in theft and forgery regarding the Esther Gallau trust monies. 
up to about .November/December 1993, without norifying the Board, law enforcement agencies, 
or anyone else, and by failing to assure the integrity or utlrr burial uusts with Laemmnch 
Funeral Home, and by lying to the depamnent via Attorney Beisenstem that he had inventoried 
all other bumal trusts, has violated, aided or abetted all of the above enumerated vtohuions of 
Kesponaenr Mark Laemtnrich supra, and/or vlolated sec. FIX 3.02(5), Vv’is. A&U. CL&, I&&u~ 
to comply truthfully to requests for information by Attorney Sanders. 

22. By vitae of the acts, and/or conduct, violations and conviction enumerated above .._ 
of Respondents Mark and Richard Laemmrich, Laemrruich Funeral Home is subject to 

disciplinary actron agairtst its licenses and/or per&s, pnmtanr m sec. @5.105(4). Wis. Stats, 

23. Based upon the above and in settlement of this matrer, Respondent Richard 
Laenunrich hereby consenrs, accepts and agrees to a one month (30 davs) suspension of his 
funeral direaor’s licenses and/or permits, commencing effectively Ap\pril I, 1994. On or before 
UIC clTcc~i~vs &AC uf he suapc:usivrl. RCS~~U&IX Rich& Lrrcmmrich shall surrcndcr ro the 
department ati funeral director licenses and/or certificates previously issued to iurn. 
Additionally. Respondent Richard Laemmrich agrees to pay either jointly or severally, with 
Respondent Mark LJRmmrich and/or Laernmrich Funeral Home, a total of $1.000.00 to the 
department as part payment of costs in pursuing these matters. 

a. Ihe $ 1 ,000.OO payment shall be by either a cashier’s check or money order made 
payable to the Department of Regulation and Licensing, and submitted to the 
department at the point of execution of this stipulation. 

14. Respondent Ivlark Laeuuutich het&y cunscuta, X.LC+ ;ud agr’ets I? n tinimum 
two (L) years suspensron, commencing June 1, 1994. 

Following the minimum two years suspension, 
Respondent Mark may petition the Board for reinstatement/liftmg of the suspension, and among 
other thi~lgs Ihut way Le lequired by the Doard. demonstrate rchabilitanon and ocherwise qualify 
for relicensing. with the understanding that any such decision to remstate/lift the suspension is 
solely wtthin the discretion of the Board. On or hefore the effecttve date of the suspension, 
Respondent Mark Laemmrich shall surrender to the department all funeral dtrector licenses 
and/or cernticarcs plzviously issued to him. Additionally, Respondent Mark Laemn;r?ch agrees: 

a. No visitation rights for hlark Laemmrich to/on the premises of any estabhshmcn: 
under the ownershrp ot Laemmrich Funeral Home. and/or Richard Laemmnch; 
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and to not participate in any way directly or indirecdy - in the operations of any 
funeral gstablishment. during the period of suspension. 

25. Respondent Laenunrich Funaral Houx, agrees tu a reprirrrand. 

26. Further Reopondonr Riohord Lnommrioh ngrsec and oonsonr, 10 o. minimum 
suspension of two years of his funeral director licenses and/or certificates, if duriog the one 
month suspension of him, Respondent Mark Laemmrich should abuse any other burial WUS~S of 
Laemmrich Funeral Home, and or if Richard should fail :o disclosure to the Department, Other 
discovered instances of Burial Trusts/Monies Abuses by Maxk. 

27. Respondents and their attorney, and Complainant’s attorney agree rhat this 
stipulation agreement may be incorporated into the Board’s Final Decision and Order adopting 
the stipularion agreement. 

28. Respondents and their attorney further agree that Coruplairumt’s attorney may 
appear ar any closed/leliberatlve meetm g of the Board with respect to the stipulation, bur that 
appearance is limited solely to clarification. justification, and to statements in support of the 
stipulation and for no other purpose. /-I 

Respondent 

_?r -ly-qy 
Date, 

Respondent 

^_ .I - 
Date 

Com$ain&‘s Attorney 

HES:kcb 
AT-Y-DLG137 



NOTICE OF APPEAL INFORMATION 

Notice Of Rights For Rehearing Or Judicial Review, The Times Allowed For 
Each, And The Identification Of The Pam To Be Named As Respondent. 

Serve Petition for Rehearing or Judicial Review on: 
STATE OF WISCONSIN FUNERAL DIRECTORS EXAMINING BOARD 

1400 East Washington Avenue 
P.O. Box 8935 

Madison, WI 53708. 

The Date of Mailing this Decision is: 

MARCH 24, 1994. 

1. REEDWRING 

Atty person aggrieved by this order may file a written petition for rehearing within 
20 days after service of this order, as provided in sec. 227.49 of the Wisconsin StanuCS, a 
COPY of which is reprinted on side two of this sheet. ‘llte 20 day period cotmtencca the 
dayofpersonalserviceormailingof~~ion.~edateofmailingthisdecisi~is 
shown above.) 

A petition for t&earing should name as respondent and be filed with the patty 
idendfiid in the box above. 

A paition for rehearing is not a prerequisite for appeal or review. 

2. JUDICIAL REVIEW. 

Any person aggrieved by this decision may petition for judicial review as specified 
in sec. 227.53, Wiscomin Statutes a copy of wfi& is reprinted on side two of this sheet. 
By law, a petition for review must be filed in c&uit court and should name as the 
respondent the party listed in the box above. A copy of the petition for judicial review 
&mkJ by samd upon the patty listed in the box above. 

A petition must be fikd within 30 days after service of this decision if there is no 
petition for reheat-m& or within 30 days after service of the order finally disposing of a 
petition for reheating, or within 30 days after the final disposition by operation of law of 
any petition for rehearing. 

‘Ihe 30-W period for serving and ftig a petition commences on the day after 
personal service or mailing of the decision by the agency, or the day after the fmai 
dispositionby Operationofrhelawofanype~~onfor~he~g.(~edateof mailingthis 
decision is shown above.) 


